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ABSTRACT
A computer program has been developed to calculate 
resources expended on a NASA Skylab mission and to 
identify mission incompatibilities,, The program 
works by modeling engineering subsystems of the 
Skylab cluster* The computer program does not 
compensate for problems found, but locates and 
identifies them. It does permit the evaluation 
of the impact of one subsystem upon another 0 An 
output of consumable usage as a function of mission 
time is supplied on a fixed time interval basis as 
specified by the user, with a minimum time inter­ 
val of six minutes.
INTRODUCTION
A computer program was developed to calculate the 
consumables used during simulated missions of the 
NASA Skylab Program. A Skylab cluster, shown in 
Figure 1, consists of five carriers: Command 
Service Module (CSM), Multiple Docking Adapter 
(MDA), Airlock Module (AM), Orbital Workshop (OWS), 
and Apollo Telescope Mount (ATM). Consumables 
include commodities that are depleted, such as 
propellant and environmental gases and those that 
are used but replinished, such as electrical power.
The computer program is valuable as a pre-mission 
planning tool because of the following major 
assets: First, the program provides fast turn­ 
around of information regarding resource usage 
based on a given flight plan.
Second, in obtaining explicit resource profiles, 
the integrated effects of one subsystem upon 
another are considered. For example, the use of 
additional electrical power may raise the temper­ 
ature in the vehicle. That, in turn, could 
require additional power to cool compartment 
conditions. Such an interaction loop between 
electrical and thermal systems provides dynamic 
simulation of actual conditions. This subsystem 
linkage approach is superior to. separated sub­ 
systems or pre-allocated blocks of resource usage 
because interactions are considered.
A third asset of the computer program is the level 
of engineering subsystem accuracy coupled with 
computer flexibility. The accuracy was obtained 
by incorporation, when possible, of existing 
subsystem models developed by the engineering 
design groups. Each subsystem has been programmed
in a modular fashion to minimize the impact of 
design changes in one subsystem upon another.
THEORY OF OPERATION
The computer program simulates five engineering 
systems of the Skylab cluster as shown in Figure 2. 
These are: Environmental Control (ECS), Attitude 
Control (ACS), Electrical Load (ELS), Thermal 
Control (TCS), and Electrical Availability (EAS) 
Systems. In order to operate these five sub­ 
systems, three primary inputs are required: 1) 
detailed flight plan, 2) ephemeris data, and 3) 
task reference bank. The flight plan contains 
unigue task identifiers, astronaut codes, the 
start and stop time of the activities, and the 
carrier locations were the activities are per­ 
formed. It is used to trigger resource calcula­ 
tions in respective subsystems. The ephemeris 
tape contains the trajectory information needed to 
operate the Attitude Control Subsystem which 
simulates orientation of the orbital assembly 
throughout the mission. Finally, the task refer­ 
ence bank is a data matrix containing unique 
information about each task such as lighting, 
orbit constraints, and field-of-view.
The Environmental Control Subsystem (ECS) is the 
first subsystem simulated because it can operate 
without inputs from other subsystems. The ECS 
consists of three main parts or calculations: 
non-metabolic requirements, metabolic requirements, 
and COo level. Non-metabolic requirements are 
those operational requirements for oxygen and 
nitrogen, such as vehicle pressurizations, leak­ 
ages, molecular sieve operation, and airlock 
repressurizations. The metabolic calculations 
separate latent from sensible metabolic heat loads. 
The loads are then converted into pounds of oxygen. 
A COo subroutine calculates the C02 partial pres­ 
sure level in all carriers (except CSM) and the 
seven compartments of the OWS. Based on the meta­ 
bolic profile described above, the molecular sieve 
is simulated and partial pressure calculations 
made. The C02 is not output as a resource, but an 
incompatibility message is output if partial pres­ 
sures greater than a specified value occur.
The major calculations of the Attitude Control 
Subsystem (ACS) can be described in four parts: 
1) attitude (orientation) determination, 2) task
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performance parameters which are attitude depen­ 
dent, 3) attitude control system operation, and 
4) attitude control system consumables usagec The 
ACS simulates the holding or changing of attitude 
as defined by the flight plan. Based upon dynamic 
vehicle considerations such as mass properties, 
the control system impulse requirements are cal­ 
culated. Finally, within the ACS, a series of 
incompatibility messages are available to indicate 
a violation of operational constraints, such as 
target rise/set time, beta angle, target occul- 
tation, camera field-of-view, and lighting con­ 
ditions.
The third subsystem in Figure 2 is the Electrical 
Load Subsystem (ELS) and is used twice in order to 
include thermal influence on electrical loads. The 
loads calculated are profiled in terms of the AM 
and ATM electrical systems and care is taken to 
compile seperately the sensible heat loads to be 
used by the TCS. In the second usage of the ELS, 
the TCS has calculated the electrical power needed 
to maintain an astronaut comfort zone. This TCS 
load requirement is input to the ELS so that total 
electrical usage can be determined.
The Thermal Control System (TCS) is the next sub­ 
system of the computer program. The TCS calcula­ 
tions are in two parts. First, an equalization 
or steady-state solution is found for each carrier 
(i.e. given an impressed thermal load, the steady 
state solution is found). Then by changing the 
input loads impressed, a transient analysis is 
performed. The fan and heater electrical loads 
are output to the ELS to permit total electrical 
load calculation.
The last subsystem of the program is the Electri­ 
cal Availability Subsystem (EAS). In the EAS the 
generation of electrical power is calculated and, 
when combined with electrical load requirements, 
makes possible a battery state-of-change deter­ 
mination. Calculations are divided into battery 
charge and discharge operation. During the 
battery discharge cycle, energy requirements are 
calculated and then taken from the battery and its 
state-of-charge calculated. During the charge 
cycle, energy is returned to the battery as solar 
cells provide power. The energy available from 
the solar cells is calculated using a temperature 
model of the solar cells and the orientation of 
the orbital vehicle.
The program output is in two parts: consumables 
usage profiles and violations of mission con­ 
straints. The consumables profiles are tabulated 
at regular time intervals. A graphic display is 
also provided to show depletion values clearly. 
In the process of making the commodities calcula­ 
tions, the program also summarizes problem areas 
encountered. These outputs permit the mission 
analyst or systems engineer to take corrective 
action and to rerun a modified mission flight plan.
An example of the tabular output is shown in 
Figure 3. The time resolution is variable, but the 
finest time resolution is 0.1 hours as shown here. 
The columns indicate respectively: Mission Time 
in Ground Elapsed Time (GET), Vehicle Attitude,
Oxygen in pounds, Nitrogen in pounds, Attitude 
Control System Impulse in pound-seconds, Power 
Load in watts for the AM and ATM, and Battery 
State-of-Charge in percent of the AM and ATM 2x2 
and 2 x 6 cm cell panel configurations.
Figure 4 is a sample output of operational con­ 
straints violations during a SL-1/2 mission. 
Column 1 gives the start time of the violation in 
hours (GET) from SL-2 lift-off. Column 2 identi­ 
fies the type of violation. Column 3 indicates 
the location in reference to the vehicle carriers 
or it identifies the activity in reference to an 
experiment. The last column gives additional 
comments which identify targets, indicate actual 
marginal ranges and required ranges of values, 
or specify extreme values reached.
CONCLUSIONS
A computer simulation of Skylab missions has been 
constructed to display resource usage and status. 
The original goals of a program with quick turn­ 
around time and subsystems interface based on 
extensive engineering data have been achieved. 
Further, while the program has no self-corrective 
features, the output incompatibility statements 
assist the analyst in pin-pointing the type and 
occurrence time of problems.
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Figure 2 Commodities Program Logic
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Figure 3 Comsumable Usage Profiles
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